Since a brief research note by Gorard (1997) there has been considerable policy and academic interest in measuring the extent to which pupils are clustered in schools in England with pupils of similar characteristics. Partly because of the available official data, much interest has focused on the clustering of pupils living in poverty, and their possible segregation from pupils not living in poverty. Hardly an issue of a major UK journal does not have some reference to the importance of this in some way (see, for example, Coldron et al. 2010 or West and Ylonen 2010 published in the week of writing this note). Such segregation is relevant to discussions of school choice, diversity of provision, allocation of places, appeals, the school mix effect, targeting of welfare provision, housing policy, and a host of other public policy areas as well as simple social justice (Gorard and Smith 2010) . Also since Gorard (1997) , there has been a long-running academic debate about how to measure segregation, including which indicators and which summary indices to use. This debate is now largely settled (see Coldron et al. 2010 , for example); the results of Gorard et al. (2003) 1 9 8 9 1 9 9 0 1 9 9 1 1 9 9 2 1 9 9 3 1 9 9 4 1 9 9 5 1 9 9 6 1 9 9 7 1 9 9 8 1 9 9 9 2 0 0 0 2 0 0 1 2 0 0 2 2 0 0 3 2 0 0 4 2 0 0 5 2 0 0 6 2 0 0 7 2 0 0 8 2 0 0 9
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Note: the origin of this graph is at 0.25 not zero.
It is interesting to track this trend, and we will continue to do so in future years. We 
GDP GSt
Note: GDP based on current prices seasonally adjusted can be found at http://www.statistics.gov.uk/hub/economy/index.html, accessed 3/2/10
Are these just coincidences that any two datasets could throw up post hoc, or are they genuinely different phases? For example, it is possible to imagine that segregation usually tracks economic conditions (perhaps with a lag of a year or two), such that an increase in poverty, with pupils becoming eligible for FSM when not so before, leads to a more even spread of FSM pupils between schools, but without any actual exchange of pupils. If so, then the exception is the period 1992 to 1998, in which segregation by poverty reached historically low levels despite a reasonably buoyant economy. This reduction could have been the result of increased school choice, reined in somewhat in the late 1990s, and largely without the ensuing diversification of schools associated with higher levels of segregation since. This potential explanation requires a minimum of two distinct patterns -one based on the economy and one on education policy changes. The search for an explanation, if there is one, is a puzzle.
We are conducting more complex analyses, at regional, LEA, and school level to investigate further, and planning some in-depth work based on what we find.
